Minutes of the Templates SIG, Orlando, 2001-01-12

This was the first meeting of the SIG. The group is in search of an identity. The main goal was to clarify the potential topics for the SIG, its relations to the other HL7 groups and the role of the SIG in the HL7 activities. 

Mon Jan 08 — Q3 

1. presentation of the agenda and proposal of method of work 

2. introduction by participants

3. report from homework, discussion about forming subgroups related to HL7 TCs and SIGs

4. COAS templates (from G-CPR) — are they similar to R-MIM ? is the R-MIM able to satisfy the G-CPR needs in their context

Mon Jan 08 — Q4 

5. Stan Huff leads the discussion on the batteries (from Orders TC), the potentialities of registration with respect to bilateral agreements to synchronise master tables between sender and receiver. Relation with Clinical LOINC ?

6. preliminary discussion on GEHR archetypes (example of blood pressure plus protocol), in preparation to the evening event on Wednesday. 

There are various levels of templates/R-MIMs


- high level COAS-templ & Gehr object model (GOM)


- gehr generic archetypes (shapes)


- gehr detailed archetypes e.g. blood pressure with options


- gehr refined detailed archetype e.g. blood pressure with more constraints

Tue Jan 09 — Q1 — w/ SD

7. CDA level 2 ?, organisers and bundles (CDA level 1 ?)

Tue Jan 09 — Q4 — w/ MnM

8. COAS templates, detailed modelling of subdomains (RIM specializations ?)

9. R-MIMs, CMETs, HMDs

Wed Jan 10 — Q4 —  w/ MnM, CQ, vocab, XML

10. extensibility in version 3 (Z-segments, extensions to the RIM)

Fri Jan 12 — Q1 

11. summary of the week 

· clinical templates of the kind of blood pressure (bundles including circumstances ?) are needed, as a standard 

· for communication: data must preserve a mark to the template used to generate them, to allow proper transformation by the receiving system.

· for quality: as a check list of essential features to be specified about a statement

· it is not mandatory that legacy systems use the template, but they can use transformations to and from their legacy format to or from the standard template

· a pathway to reach the above goal could be to register (conflicting) templates defined by various authoritative bodies (e.g. professional bodies). 

· they will be usable just after registration, but of course with limited interoperability. 

· the registry is the support for a subsequent harmonization process.

· measures to support transformations and canonization should be produced and made available through the registry.

12. documents for the next meeting:

· a revised discussion paper with more examples and the slides by Stan Huff with different levels of wrapping

· a comparison of notations, including XML, SGML, data types, ASN1, UML, GEHR, other graphical tools, other representations 
· issues on registries (USHIK ?) and gov’t SIG

